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This whole sympdélum is toncerned with 1nfluences on cnlldrenc. o
N . <*

- .

. sex role hehavior beyond tihose operatlnq within the nuclear family.

A

o

If you exclude the chlld's inte ractlon W%ﬁh tne mother and‘%ather,

/7. ) :v L] L3 L3 . B
o lt s almost. certain that the greatest 1nfluence on tne acqulsltlon '}j
- . ,‘ . " » . ~ v "t :
. _I ' . of'sex role development i$ to be found in the wvarious mass medl*"” .
¥ l. / - N
Bt 1lldren spend 1ncred1ble amounts of tlme watchlng telev1s1on, \
/ -
* el "
, o, readlna books, and 001ng o) the movaes. Among these various, medla,
Ayt it has uetome/ﬁretty clear that elev1slon is capable of nav1hq a Te
great 1mpact ‘on the child's development Bven if you make a very.
. : ~ ©
. conservatlve“estlmate that tae average chl]d watcnes v 16 lours
' 3 . < P
-~ yPr weak, L11s ‘means tnat by tne age of only 10 the 031ld has al- °
. 7 . -
» . N L.
. ,.ready v1ewed over 6,000 hours of TV. That also includes about
;'A oo ./. : ¢ . . . » : ‘--
T 220,0@0 commer01£ls: X : R e ,
N v - Q" N -
It has been known ‘for some tlme now that children can acqulre
[od g..
a§i§ a-broad, range of benav1ors, attitudes, andgemotional-reactions Y .
g")} ‘obse;v1ng eltherhllve or symbolic models. While I don't have time -
[ , L e : i . . :
I ce : . = L " ' Lo
+ £ .- -to go into that research literatur€, I bring it up simply 15 a .
P ' . h o .. y ) 1y o . . cq .
. & ~nmeans of suggesting that there' is? every reason tqQ assume that children
: . i ) ) " .
. o - '; . , P . . ) ' ‘/ ) A ' . .
g:s* WLll acqulre sex role stereotypic behav1or arntd attitudes if those .
D oeme e . K _ - - ; R
S t*reotypes are depicted in TV programmlﬁg Lf the observation ofe ’
N e . T e e T
A - -_— - w0 * f
. 5;3:‘ Tais paver was presanted i#- a symp051um on MEnviry ohmental’aspncts pooo
Yoo n . . . . : 1
Of szx rele behavior:' Studies Deyond the nuclear famlly" (Beverly g
3i1ras, [Coairjerson) at tne mettlng of the Socinty for Pesearch in
raild kovaeloprnept, Do nver, ‘April, 1975.0° . . s
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o modelsﬁpresenteﬂ on TV does have a signifigant impact on children's
.t RN A . ) o

learning of sex role stereotgp v then children who watch fiah ly-

‘ - 3
\ sex role stereotyped programs Z?ould ACqulre thesefsteleotypes more
\ p

readily thanfcnlldren who watc rogramé\w1th low amounts‘$§ stereo—

v typ1ng.~ On the other hand ‘if it can be s“OWn that mast TV pmograr—

5

ming is hlghly‘sex role stereotyped,.we would,then only nced to i

[}

v

Show a?relationshio betweenbémount of TV viewing timgnand degree of

.

hcqulsltlon of knowledge of sex stereotyped behaviona 'lets
- examine the behaviors and attltudes exhibited- by male and female TV
2

models. . \ i : mJ[ o

<Q

There have now beenqquite & number of analyses of the amount of

aggression depicted'in"different types of television programming,

out very few attenpts have bcen made to determlne the amount of

4 ol

\sex typlng depicted. At this time, I know Qf only two studies

whlch analyze the nature of role model%(present in TV programs : i}
P ) intended’ for chlldren.‘ One of these (Sternglanz ‘and Serbin, 1974),

was completed by Sally “ternglanz4and Lisa Serbin,.who are‘also

FC e ”

seated at this table. Tney had ‘seVeral judges rate“male and female

*. ~role models 1ngd1fferent chlldren s programs on 12 dltfereﬁt
behavioral categorles. The programs'lncluded "Popeye,“'"The Harlem
, ) . ‘ " .
Clobetrotters,” "Superman;" ﬁBewitched;j "Sabrin; the Teenage Witch,"
. ”‘l“I bream of_{eannie,ﬂ "Arghie's TVVFunnies;“ "Scooby- Doo : "Josie%
and the Puss;bats," and "Pebbles and Bamm—Bamm The flrst thlng‘

they found out was that a uumber of the most popular chnldren S

o

= T oprograns noulon t.even bL 1ncluded in the study because they dlgn't

\

- N

-

, -t nave a s1ngle fenale .charagter. Of those programs that ﬁefe

, . , . , . TR
" studied, 67% of the characters were males and '33% were females. Q

4
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Also, the cnaracters playlng bad~guy roles were almost always 7

wmales; females rarely had eV1l charactérlstlcs. Tney found tnat

/“
males .Wére s1gn1flcantly more llkely than females to he depicted .
. as agqreSS1ve, 1nstruct1ve, and succorant, while fem:.les were more
63 , .
llkely to be deplcted as being deferrent and as belng punlshed for-

[ -

belng very active Females -behavior also tended to have no real'

. -«

\jenv1ronmental 1npact or consequence. In the other study, Streicher
in l974- hau Judges ra&e the Saturday and ounday mornlng cartoons

over a & weei gcnuod in 1972-' In thls s tddy she was only 1nterested

~ . A 3"
ln t't*ﬁemale 4ole uooels gresented Ln general she found that

RN : o

.

cartoon females were less numerous than males, and they also made

- -,

.

%fewer appeaﬂances when ‘they were oresent They had'fewer lines,

‘ ¥,
\ \ 4

played fewer rolesﬂ were less actlve, occupzed many”fewer pos1tlons

of respons1blllty, were’ less n01sy, and were much more juvenlle.

s k) i

than males. -Mothérs in these cartpons tended to"Work only " 1n the

-~

house, gand males d#d not part1c1pate ‘at all in the housework

,The two most thorough studles of sex—typlng in TV programmlng

were nased on an analyS1s of prime- time telev1s1on P¥ oqrams. in

*, -
& .

one of %hese studles, GErbner (1972) obseﬁved 762 leading characters

b

\
in dramatic proygrams over a 3—y ear perlod ‘betwegn 1967 and ¢969

v

Li. tne other, Tadesco (1374) analjzed the amount of sex typlng
occnrrjng in nonACﬁrtoon grlmejtlme yrograms_overga %—year period
botwean 1969 and 1972. Together; these 'studies indicateé”thati
1) oniy one;qnarter'of ;11 the leading chagacters vere female.
»2{5Female char;cters were much younger~than-males. )

" 3) Fema&es~were xore likely to be depicted as married, or "about to

>

be" magried,; : '
' . - E m.;_[

- N .

S | ’ﬁ?“;?ﬁ@ B o
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4) Women were host likely to be cast in a leading role when some

kind of family or romantic interest was central to the plot. 1In

G

. b4
most cases some- suggestion of sex was present.

“ 3 LA

4

5) Males were more likely to be cast in serlous roles, WhlLﬁ femalcsu’

.

PR

were more likely to ne. cast in comlc or light roles.
6) Generally males were more‘likely to ipitiate violence, but
. . . 4 ) .

5;females were more'likely to be victims. When females did engage in

- some form of violence, they were much less likely than males to

1

get away w1tn it.

7) Almost two—tdlrds of all females were unemployed in contrast to.

only one-third of all males. .Of those that were employed some

form of professional employment was most characteristfc of both

,,”

But the males who,were employed tended to be falrly equally

r(b

sexes.

dlstrlbuted across: such employment areas as entertalnment bus1ness,

s 1 . 4 N 3

government health—and educatlon, whlle over 50% of the females

\were employed in some kind of entertalnmkft area.

"

" 8) Flnally, data obtalned on the, personallty proflles of the

= s, -

\,'leadlng characters, usmng a. semantlc dlfferentlal type scale, 1nd1—
P S - - ' »

s cated that fenales were depicted as being more agtractlve, more

happy., warmer, more s001able, more far&, more peaceful, and more
]‘ .-
dles were rated as bei ng more ratlonal, smarter, more
L 7 . S A
. -powerfulﬁ more stahle, and’ tolerant

useful.

-

a

" ‘One final study is espec1ally relevant togthe data I w1ll pre-

"sent shortly Courtney and Whipple (l974) 1nvest1gated the male’

aﬂd female role models that were pr0v1ded on vV commerclals between
\(}l -

1971 and 1973. Th N found that over 85% of the vorce—overs in the*

- S

commercials studies were men. Women were however, just about as

L4

; o . o
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( b v 7 likely as men'to be seen in the rﬁi; of product representatlve.
*

But the llmltS of thlS equafity can bg seen ‘in the types of" products'

5, th\# were represented by males/and by females. They, found that

% > )
© L -women, were seen 1n a much more llmlted varlety of occupations

than they actually part1c1pate 1n.'qIn one of thelr studies, they
found that 75% of the advertlsements us%ng women as models 1nvolyed
' ‘e .

-products found in the klt%hen or the oathroom.‘ So ‘"The world for

' » ‘!

N A

women ‘in the ads is a domestic one, where womén, are'housew1ves

-
-

°

who worry about cleanrlness and food preparatlon ahd serve the1r

<

nusbands and cnlloren. Seldom is. a woman shown comblnlng out-of- .

st

A “home employment Wlth managemeht of ner home and personal life."
(p. ‘1l6-~ ll7) Nen, on the other hand tended to. be»@hown as bene~'

-~

ficiaries rof women's work ‘inside the house rather ‘than making some

. . ’ LA i -
N . . PR .

. . -~contribution to housenhold work. . Male product representatives were

—_—— . ‘ S . . T .

» usually portrayed as being more dominant, as advice givers, and as

i n, N

. o : :
demonstrators. 'They were depicted in a much broader variety of

i “ - v

obcupatio%s, wh;le women were usually depicted in some kind of home

oc&upation or in the family.. - . . .

,
a

So from the limited data that have been obtained, it appears
f:J that traditional sex role’stereotypes are present in most aspeéts
. of telev1sron orogrammlng, this 1ncludes cartoons and otner programs
o for cnlldren, dramatlc orlme tlme programs, and %ommerc1als. Slnce
‘thls is the case,~rtkfollo$s that the greater the overall amount of
v watqalng oy-the Chlld: the greater should be his acquisition of
. “knowledge of those stereotypes. - An analysis of the specific programs
= : o

watcned is nnt really n%cessary, since’ most programs are nlghly

. stereotyped. Although, bf course, if individual programs were . L

3

c. 2 ST - v




iwas 25 hours or mdre, or - lO&hours or less.u\Ehls was how’ we pper-

)

.

9 . 72 A r o

L%, * ’ ‘ 15N

rated {or the,amount of sex typlng depicted, we would eﬁpect children

@ “ . N

who watched a greate; proportlon of nlghly sex typed programs to.
learn tr;d%tlonal stereotypesg mostyreadlly. -

o

=

In our first attempt to examine tne relatlonshlp between TV

. - . . -

wa%bhlng and the- learn;ng of sex role stereotypes, one of my .

qolleagues (Terry Frueh) and I obtained groups of heavy and llght

. television watchers at dlffereit.ages. We sampled both boys and

'glrls in grades klndergarten,. '%& and 6. To-obtain groups of

high and lowlteleV1s1on watchers, we Constructed a Tv watchlng Survey
% . ¢ : -

_form on the bagls gf the\?v Guld? for the precedlng week in the

week?y . and to estlmate both %he number of éours the child, usually

,Q»- 14 o o

local St. Louis, viewindg area. A\llst was made of allbproqrams ‘for
all 6, cnannels avaalable‘forthe precedlng 7 day perlod The llst
¢ ’u M

included the name and tlme of the show’, along W1th the’ channel on

which it“was shown. Chlldren 1nfthe two older groups (grades 4 and E

. 6) conpleted the survey f@rm in’ class, but chlldren in tﬁé +two ', ; ,%*f
younger grouns took tne form ﬁbme, andjlt was comple ted b§’the1r °~x5
mothers. In completlng the form7 chlldren (&t thelr parents) w;re”ifhy;'

. v e

asked to checK eacn program that was watcned’ourlng~the preV1ous

o W

ta

watched per week and the typ1dalness of the prev1ous weeks V1ew1ng.\
Out Qf a total of 300 forms 1n1t1ally handed out to chlldren at the

-4 grade levels, 959\were returned. Out of those subjects “who re- N

ﬂ( .

turned the survey fﬁrms, groups of hlgh and low TV watfhers were
- “ ¢
formed by retalnlng those whose viewing time for the prev1ous week

B

atlonally defiped "high and loWw TV watchers. que males and five’

"

females at each grade level were mandomly'chosen out of tliese : \%
. C ) ot - . g
s - ) x,‘ . v . . T ‘Q‘;}{ . « "
o ) ’ ' ° ' . '
. i 13 N : .
' 7 l}’ ‘, 7 . « "o -
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> — o 14
* that tﬂe It-figure, which is supposéd to be neutral with. respect.

. e
high and low TV watching groups to be included jin- -the balance of

, the study. This prov1ded 20 subjects at. each. grade level and a
’ .

o

total sample size of 80.. A subject was kqpt in the study only if

his (her) prev1ous week s viewing was estimated to” be typidﬁl of
. N - 4 .
usual\yieWingqqabits and amount of VieWing tzme. These subjects

> (=4

”Wéié then,indiVidua%ly administered the -It test {(Brown, 1956). ' The

- &
ft test is actually a measure of sex typed toy or actiVity prefer-

enqes.« Theachild is presented With a series of pairs of pictures

L

dépiotlng various tOYS‘Or activities which are tradiEionally o .

" assoc1ated Witn either masculine or feminine ‘sex roles, and is_asked

EE

bR

“£o indicate which of the two ‘a ”stick7figure" ¢alled "It" would

prefer, Those/of you who. are familiar with this test Gre aware
. . : ‘-‘ _ \,

» o -
' .

to.its gender, actually Has a male bias. 'However,.since'this bias

should be ooerating Similarly for both ‘high and low TV watchers, )

/t

K ’ ¢

the It test prOVides a good means of determining children 's Jaware-
ness of stereotypes operating With respect to various toys and Voo
© ‘2

otner aCtIVltleS. Flndings ‘using this instnument indicate that

"

children begin to demonstrate stereotyped preferences as early as
( -
the 3rd ‘or 4th year. Tnat is,. the boys begin to show preferences

for tradltionally masculine ECthltleS,€Whlle the girls begln to

1:-\

show preferences for traditionally feminine, activities. These trends

'

increase as the child gets, older.

Ve computed a 3-way analysis of variance on the. children s . o
. @) . . . 4 o
It tesnuSCOres, this included 4 levelsvbf grades, 2 levels of sex,

- dnd 2 levels of Vlerng time. We found no s1gn1ficant interaction

o4

effects, but tnere were Siqnificant main_ effects for all three

“a-




4

CE ’ . 2 7 >

.independent Variahles. We found that older children were more R

- sex typéd in thelr preférences than younger chlldren,yF (3, 64) ?’.

4:2,-p < .Ol.' But this was an expected flndlng and of no>1nter?§t

P

/%or the present study. We also fotnd that,boys appeared to bt more
sex’ typed in their preferences than glrls, F (l 64) = 31.2, p <« .0l. y

But again this flndlng may be accounted for, by the fact that the ;. ‘

N 5 [
o s

It '1gurelprobabl] has a mascullne blas and is not. really a. n@utral

’ <

figure. The most 1mportant flndlng forwour present concerns was : .

that nlgh TV watchers had s1gn1f1cantly<h1gher scores on the It
test than dfd low TV watchers, F (1, 64), = 193.6,p < .00l. That - . -,

Cis, chlldren wno watched TV 25 Oor more huugs per.week were s1gn1f1—
o . . . % @

canlty more llkely than chlldren watchlng l@ hours or less per week

°

to say that. the It frqure prefered act1v1t1es aSSOClated tradi-

~

tlonally w1th sex role stereotypes of thelr oyn sex. The difference

.6 =

-

in mean It sceres were very striking. Out o! a max1mum score of

‘484 the meanascore for high, TV watchers was 72 while the mean for v

low watcners was onlylél So these findings suggested to us that

1tcleV1slonmwatcn1ng>does play an 1mportant role In determlnlng the

* *

extent,to which children learn 1nfbrmatlon regardlng sex stereotyped

behaviors~and attitudes. The lack of any interaction effects in our
. L
data suggests that this learnlng process is. operatlng eqgually

strongly for both’older and younger chlldren, and for both sexes.  °

' . s

e were surprlsed by the‘lack of any interaction with"grade level, fo

. ' . . ’ @ G v
since we assumed, that as heavy TV watchers get older, they should

o

bacome increasingly ,aware of sex role stereotypes. I . a
' { » - ! o ) 0 . o
Of course, the problem with such data is that +the order of ¢
influence operating could actually, be the opposite of. the one we s
. o . .0 . w “

14 .
“ . !

o B . ST ) S




e

>

-

o 0

:wouldblike to assume is operating. Or, some third variabhle which

is highly cdrrelated with amount of TV viewing‘time might be the

a

' Pey variable whicn accounts for the relationship between TV viewing

H time and stereotyp of sex role*preferences. For example, socigl

L

.o

¢ ) A /‘ -

class differenCes miggt account for the da obtained Howe‘er,
. - / -3 L *

allfof tlte sub]ects tested were drawn from the same middle .class

P o~

a

A - o -y ~

suburban St. Louis area. There was not suffieient range in social
| . . -t “ r ", ) . ' o
-élass for this*variable to account for ,the findings. ‘While we can-
A .

not. draw any final concluSions about causality hpre, tne frequently° ‘

o » /7 'R

demonstrated power of obServational learning makes it very diﬁfi—

cult ndt)to conclude tpat the acquisition of such sex typed toy and i

o

activity preferences a%ong both boys and girls is sérongly in- -

fluenced-by‘the heavily sex typed behaVior exhibited by male and .
-

female sex role models piesent in Virtua;ly allébspects of tele-»

visién programming. T ‘ .

We nave just I cently replic3ated this study using the same set ¢
Q o
of subjects usedgin tne first study. We wanted .to compare the -
.Y b

degree of sex—tyoina in' the current - toy and activity preferences .

8 .

among chiluren who remained heavy TV watchers and those wil0

remained very light TV watcners over the"15 month period We found
‘? .
that 80% of dur original sample retained tner; original claSSifi-

‘cation la uonﬂns later._ 35% of the neavy TV Viewers remaineg
heavy viewefs, and 75% of the light Viewers‘remained light viewers.
. \ N " S . < .

4

. « 7 \ T, : .
Tiera was also ro appreciable differemece between grade levels or:

Y o N,

. » 1 » N » » » ' » 3 » . » -
tae two sexes in thweir @ons%stency iln viewlng time across this 15
I . N N \ . -

Infirmation was obtained by the same Experimentcr
- . .L s R . ’
on TV watchiag habits and sexarole preferences (using the It test)

mointn periocd

using the Same procedures adopted in- Lne first study. ‘ B v
LN ! -t . . ,
: L »a
’ ) - ‘ . e L . ) 49* 9 ) - J

4 ’ oo R .
7 . -
/. - ’ . * LT .
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iq_ ‘An ANOVA computed.én the1r tlme 2 It scores prov1d d pre tty” :
- much ﬁne same,plcture provided by the 1n1t1a1 study.. That is, .
-
high TV watchers were 51gn1f1cantly more sex—typed in their act1~

o

v1ty and toy preferences on the It test than low TV watchers,

) i . e

'E (1, 48) = 138.7, p < .001. Slmrlarly, older chlldren were more

h ‘ sex’ typed tagn younger chlldren i/(3, 48) z7.'8,‘9p-‘-: .001. The
s ) ] . g( B J‘

. sex;dlfferen%e present in the first study did pot appear at time 2.

‘ . N .. I\- § ' . ’ ‘ v

- Agaln, tinere were no significant -interaction e¢ffects. We then ' )
s L) . N . Al

s a . o N
computed a repcaced./measures ANOVA..on -subjects' It test scores.

.
°

Thk nonrepeated: factors were TV g}ew'ng-time, sex of subject, and

‘e . I
- : . “ a o . !

’fr»wthfeiatiyeégrade“level (I say relative because all subjects were a
. . . R ; - - )

2

B - : o . )
v . gg?ge{higher at the time of the-replication study; of coursée, th
4 ' . | )
relative-differénce in grade .levels was the same). The repeated

R factor‘was'subjedts"lt s;ores at fime 1 and Timé 2. We expected

. . .

o
.

,qu . to find that alY¥ subjects became.more sex‘typed in their preferences
5, / .over tne 15 montn pellod (thls pos1t1ve relatlonsnlp w1th .age ‘
. ..-;u increase 1%}usually found) , but that children who weré heavy TV
> | watchers“at both testlnthlmes would have increased at a more - -
‘{' :rapldirate than children who were light TV watchersiat both testing
times,x dAn fact, hpwever; we found the opposite crdgr/gf change. -
“

In spite.of Ehé fact that high'TE watchatrs showed mo&e sex typed toy

and act1v1ty3preferences at both Time 1 and’ Time 2, low vV watchers

(' dshchd a s1cn1f1cantfy greater increase in the amount of sex typing __ ’
. - . ' o B Q
Y. in their preferences than did high TV watchers F (1, 48) = 25.49,

é < +J01L. ﬁThat is, while both high hnd low TV watchers became more
sex typed in ‘their preferences at Time 2, low viewers showed

2 PR " : ‘; ' : 4 o

more (f a change than high'viewers. While this outcome is in the .

» oy g : ’ < .
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opposite direction of the findings we expoctad Lo chrain, -0

5

. - examination of the ‘initial It scores cbtainud By
< 2 . . . ) L

of subjects made. it clear what was Wappening BYSA s

scores at tne initial testing were 72 for the Liwh vioonrs, 2o
- 51 for tge low viewers. Since the ga < mum L BCOFe on Lhe Tl et
'is-84, therevwes ciearly aneiLing eéfect‘oyeruting:ngroa WLl

is,)betause of their inftial uery high It Beoxves, algh viosios o

3

less, room to snow a@ 1ncrease'in sexn Lyolng tne time of fho o]

— testlng (S;mllaxly, older children ‘had ltss room Lo increas,

. “ o o

o, twan yoanger cnlldren, and males had less. room to increase tl.an

females.gfvapY the ene tifityg which did become clear in this reﬁli@
.cation is that jsome measure other tnan the It test is ﬁOCt)udiy

,‘ ) &
¥o show the ﬁ{ogres51ve influence°on the acquisition of-knowledqu

of sex role stereotypes that t1e heavy v1eW1nq of highly stereotyped
v prograﬁs probably nas. A long;tuolnal study of this. type with

. younger chllqren could make sPtlsfactory use of the It test as @
N ~3

L
Measure of’ the ach1s1tlon of sex role stereotypes, but i1f tie study
is oegup with cnllaren as old as those used in ou?¥ study, the heavy
TV viewers will alreaoy have becdome s6 stereotypod in their pro-

ferenccs taat there v1ll not be sufflclent room on’ the scale to
- o
reile@t onange" in unowledge qf sex\}ole stereotypes that must
’ / .
- actually be occurrlng I have Just begun sucg a study using childron

attendlng the Fels nursery school. The It’ test shou;d roflect any
L fw‘ ) .
chgnges in sex role preferentes over time with a samolo of childlyon
o
Enis young. In thlS oresonool study, we will also video tapo. &,
&
« chilaren's free play behavior and rate the amount of scx (vpiuyg

occurring in their overt behavior, as well as their stated activi:
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’preferencesv rr‘hJ.s w1llkg1ve us the first. data I know of redating

rr‘V v1ew1ng Datterns both to cnlldren S knowleage of sex role stereo—

* ,/“

Lypes, and’ to the amount of stef%otyplng demonstrﬁ%ed rﬁffheig
. 7 .

overt behavior.. .o B o oo

.

.o

,One of the difficulties~with using the'It test is that it is

’

rest¥icted to a measure of tne{Fmount of stereotyprng in children's

'stateg prefcrences for concrete types of act1v1t1es. The copcrete-

ness of thc tnst accounts for the celllng effect that occurs by the

<

6th grade, and makes 1t lnadecuate to test many asnects of a Chlld s

B

knoWledge -of Sex- role stereotypes. We were also- 1nterested in

-

chlldren ] ekpectatlons abOut how males and females differ along

)
gy

nore abstract dlmen51oﬂs, such as ‘more - complex psychologlcal

*:

characterlstlcs~' There vas one measure ‘that we came ‘agross which

. a

v

- was des1gned to accomyllsh thlS end. It was develooed\by Bennett

.

(l973) at NaKe Forest Unlvers1ty Bennett used ‘an approach srmllar

O that used in the ft test, but she used full bodled flgures of a

male and femafé,rather than a stick flgure.' Subjects are told a

numoer of 2 oxr 3 sentence Stories and are tnen asked to- 001nt to
tnesflgure that tne story 1s about. An example of one’ ofﬁher items

is "Onc of these erple 1s a, shy person. They are quiet and afraid

o

to galk to otners. Whlth 1s the shy person’" Another item is "One

.o )

of these peOple LS very sure of themself.. They know they. w1ll do

well in Lnelrvnew jOb. Wnlch person is sure of themself°" In
. /

.

total, tnere are 24 such items. Twelve of these tap such male
stereotypes as assertiveness, self-confidence, ambitiousness,
independence, dominaﬂce, etc.; the rémaining~12 tap such female

«

stéreotypes(as gentleness,'emotionality, talkativeness,\heekness,

A ‘. - V! ' . S
. o - \;“—\\
- - '
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-
.

y
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etc. Categorization of these adjectives as, being associated with

a male or female sex stereotype . was based on college subjects'

judgments of a QPCh larger‘group of adjectives as being typical of

B

males or females. - : -

4
»

- This Sex Stereotype measure was also administered to childfen
following the second administration of the It Test. So, while we

only had data/fe¢ this measure at Time 2, it did allow us to see

swhether the flndlng§ obtalned with the It test extended to more

s

B

=,

abstract psychologlcal cnaracterlstlcs assoc1a€ed with the two
sexes. Also, since tnere are separate subtests for® krfowledge of
male and temale stereotyvpes, we were able to relate TV watching

- . .
patterns to awareness of stereotypes associated with each sex.

.Threeb4 x 2 X 2 ANOVAs were completed on subjects' stereotyped

responses on male items, female items, and all items combined. The
. P . .

flndlngs were very similar tQ those obtained us1ng the It:test. A

'TV watching main effect was obtained for all three analyses. That

is, cnildren who watched 25 hours or more of TV a week both initially
and 15 montihg Jlater gave more ‘frequent stereotypedfchoices_than

cinildren wio watched 10 hours'or léss a week on both occasions on
]

_both the male items [F (1, 48) = 2247; g-<v,001f7 the female items

-

[£ (1, 48)

i

61.9, p < {OOl], and of course on items. combined

B

i

[F (1, 48) 96.8, p - .001]1. A very: 1nterest1ng Gcade X TV

“watchiing interactio% effect was also obtalned on the male stereotype

items. While high TV watchers made progress1vely more frequent

®

stereotyéed choices -on the male items with'increasing age, low TV

watchers actually showed a linear decrease in frequency of stereo-
° 14

. typed choices with infreasing age. This suggests that children who /

e &




' o
3 .

are low TV watchers more readily learn as they get\older that so

4

called "masculine" characteristics may actually be associated wi th

either sex. Since héavy TV watchers probably see these masculingd

‘ >0 : .
characteristics being depicted regularly on the TV screen, their

sex Stéreétypic perceﬁtions are maintainedj—andreven strengthened.
while these fihdinés consist of only correiational»data, they
are highly suggestivebthat héavy TV viewing by children can play
- a significant role in their acquisition of knowledge of sex stefeo—
typed'béhabioré, attitudes and other complex psychologiéal‘char—' :
acteristics. Given tﬁe growing concern ih this country with prg—
tecting children from development along stereotyped. lines, it may

be time to give sex typing in TV programs the same attention we

'havé recently givén to TV aggreééion.
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